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Vot. XVIII 


Tue Banquet To Sir Jonn M’Fapyeay. 


One hundred and eighty friends of Sir John 
M’Fadyean attended the banquet in honour of their 
guest on Thursday evening last, and many wrote 
expressing their regret that business or illness pre- 
vented their attendance. Not in the memory of 
man has been a more successful function. Every- 
one seemed satisfied with the menu, the music, and 
the speeches. The Chairman—the Right Hon. 
Ailwyn Fellowes—late Minister of Agriculture, was 
most felicitous in his references to the work done 
for the veterinary profession, for science, and for the 
State by Sir John M’Fadyean. He was most com- 
plimentary to our profession, and asked what agri- 
culture would have suffered had it not been for the 
well direeted efforts of veterinary science. Too 
little has been said on this subject. The suppres- 
sion of Cattle plague, Pleuro-pneumonia, Foot-and- 
Mouth disease, and Rabies is a performance of 
which any body may be proud, and veterinary 
science may safely claim that to it, even more than 
to legislation that suecess is due. No other coun- 
try in the world can claim such a victory over 
disease in animals, and although our insular posi- 
tion has rendered success practical, the veterinary 
advice given to the Government must always be 
credited with its full share in the happy result. 

We regret that time will not allow a full report 
of the speeches this week. It is, however, only a 
pleasure reserved, and next week we shall be able 
to give our readers a verbatim report of the pro- 
ceedings. Sir John M’Fadyean in his reply to 
the toast of “Our Guest” was at his best. His 


iy Suppressed emotion was only equalled by 
seo 0 and none of his listeners left the 
inward acknowledgement of the 
Suileinian ne so justly holds in the veterinary 
were extremely limited, but it must 
vi - in mind that the banquet was specially a 
the ny one, and that anything more than 
the ee could only detract from the force of 
“i —_ reason of the function. If all other 
unacknowledged it must not be sup- 
“The ra were ignored. Loyalty required 
common gratitude necessitated ‘The 
and the whole raison d’étre of the 
* lmited other toasts to “Our Guest.” 


“COARSE HOCKS.” 
By E. Watuis Hoare, F.R.C.V.S. 


Recent events have shown that this subject is an 
important one to the practitioner. 

At any rate one point is clear, viz., that in many 
instances it is simply a matter of opinion whether 
spavin exists in certain hocks, or otherwise. There 
are no recognised rules by which coarse hocks can 
be distinguished from spavined hocks. Some prac- 
titioners decide by the presence or absence of certain 
grooves or depressions, others by the hocks being 
even, others again by the animal having good hock 
action. 

The late Prof. Williams, in his ‘“ Principles and 
Practice of Veterinary Surgery,” remarked—“ is 
impossible to lay down a rule as to what constitutes 
an unsoundness, provided the animal goes sound and 
has pretty good hock ection.” This is a fair descrip- 
tion of what we usually meet with in practice, and 
no amount of discussion will settle the question. 

If the horse, the subject of the recent law suit, were 
destroyed and a post-mortem examination of the 
hocks made, and if disease were found to exist, would 
it alter the opinion of practitioners on the matter? 
Certainly it would decide this individual case, but 
from a practical point of view it would be of no 
value. 

If we were to reject all horses with coarse hocks 
what would be the result? Why, these horses 
would be passed sound by others, they would be 
purchased and would remain sound, and our opinion 
would be thought worse than useless. 

When a client buys a horse and asks for an 
opinion with reference to its soundness, he does not 
want an academical discussion with reference to the 
animal’s hocks. If the horse does his work well 
that is the important point, whether there is some 
ohseure disease present, which nothing but a post- 
mortem examination can discover, is of no interest 
to him. 

Of course if a third party directs his attention to 
the existence of a certain disease, then his suspic. 
ions are aroused, and the inevitable result follows. 
This third party is usually the “candid” friend ; one 
who fancies himself on his knowledge of horses; he 
is shown the new purchase, generally on a Sunday, 
after dinner, and the number of diseases an 1 defects 
he is able to discover in the new purchase that has 
just been passed as sound are many and varied. 
Imaginary spavins, curbs, and splints are pointed 
out, and the purchaser has a very unhappy time, 
while vowing vengeance against his veterinary sur- 
zeon. 

Occasionally the third party happens to be a 
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veterinary surgeon,’and without meaning any harm 
he may make a remark about the new purchase. 
Or the horse may be brought to him for some 
imaginary disease, and his opinion is casually asked 
about some point that the purchaser is in doubt 
about. This plan is very often adopted by clever 
clients who are aware that if the matter is properly 
explained, professional etiquette will forbid us to 
give an opinion. 

On the question of “coarse” hocks, it is well 
known that they are very common in Irish horses, 
and if, as believed by some authorities, this variety 
of hocks is abnormal, then a very large number of 
unsound horses are passed as sound and are able to 
stand work, and give satisfaction to the purchasers. 

An important point arises when we find horses 
with this peculiarity of formation flexing their hocks 
well, doing severe work as hunters, and when we 
have an opportunity of examining such animals post- 
mortem we find the joints perfectly sound. 

To draw conclusions from an individual case is 
certainly not a rational method of deciding the 
matter. The serious aspect of the question how- 
ever comes in, when we consider that a veterinary 
surgeon who gives an honest opinion as to the 
soundness of a horse, runs the risk of having a law- 
suit brought against him by a litigious client. 

It cannot be too firmly impressed on the public 
that in questions of soundness, what the veterinary 
surgeon gives is merely an opinion, he does not 
guarantee that this opinion must be correct, nor 
does he mean it to be inferred that other practition- 
ers should agree with him. He uses ordinary care 
in his examination, but does not assume that the 
opinion given is to be tested by extraordinary 
means afterwards or by a post-mortem examination. 
If it were otherwise, the examination of horses 
would be anything but a safe or remunerative 
branch of practice, and horses would be rejected for 
the most trivial causes. 

Of course errors are unavoidable, and those who 
are honest enough to admit their mistakes will 
allow that there are as many sound horses rejected 
for imaginary defects as there are unsound animals 
passed as being sound. 

In Ireland the chief bone of contention with 
reference to soundness in horses is the “ wind,” and 
we have no doubt but that if a law suit were tried 
here in this subject a similar difference of opinion 
would occur as was witnessed in the recent case of 
“ coarse hocks.” 

The question naturally arises, Why should not 
veterinary surgeons differ on these points? We 
hear of plenty of examples of medical men differing 
in medico-legal cases, and also on questions of the 
examination of candidates for the Services, and for 
life insurances. Medical men are in quite frequent 
demand as expert witnesses, and nobody expresses 
surprise at the contradictory nature of their 
evidence. 

But there is one point in which they are not so 
dogmatic as veterinary surgeons, and that is with 
reference to the period of duration of certain affec- 
tions. For example, the question of how long a 
supposed exostosis has been in existence, or a cer- 


tain diseased condition, is one in which experts in 4 
our profession are prepared to give dogmatic 
opinions. 

One question with reference to the recent horse 
case deserves notice, viz., can a horse develop a 
spavin without ever going lame? Judging from 
the number of cases we see of young horses which 
develop spavin without any history of lameness, we 
can answer the above question in the affirmative. 


UNDIAGNOSED FOREIGN BODY. 


Two or three months ago I was asked to seea 
neuter cat, about a year old. 

The history was rather a vague one. During the 
previous day the animal had refused food, and 
“seemed in pain,” and late in the evening symp- 
toms had appeared which, so far as I could judge 
from the account, might have been due either to 
acute pain or delirium. The cat had for some time 
been rolling on the floor and flinging himself about 
in all directions, very much like a horse severely 
affected with spasmodic colic. 

All these acute symptoms had disappeared in the 
morning, when Isaw him. Very little, if anything, 
appeared to be wrong then. The cat seemed a 
little dull, but showed no sign whatever of pal. 
Examining him carefully I noticed a little enlarge- 
ment around the extremity of the left wing of the 
atlas—a small, hard, insensitive swelling, whichdid 
not suggest anythivg to me. Beyond this, and the 
slight dullness, there was nothing abnormal. 

The treatment was expectant, consisting 0 
liquid food, small doses of sedatives, and absolute 
quiet. The owners ensured the last-mentioned de 
sideratum by confining the cat in a large aly 
basket. 

The next day he appeared brighter, and was feed: 
ing well, but the cervical swelling, still hard and ill 
defined, appeared slightly increased in size. I sub- 
stituted quinine for the sedatives, and continue 
the rest of the treatment unaltered. ; 

On the third day the improvement was continued, 
but the swelling was now distinctly larger 2” 
rather softer. The owners’ idea, which | agree 
with, was that it was the result of some blow dut- 
ing the cat’s struggles the night before | saw = 
when they said he was “hitting himself aga! 
anything in his way.” I now allowed him mo 
liberty, prescribed warm fomentations to the swe 
ing, and left him for two days, —" 

When I next saw him, I found the swelling, : : 
previously enlarging, had burst within an — 
my arrival, and now presented the usual — 
of 2 recently broken abscess, the orifice —not 
one, being just below and behind the wins ee 
atlas. On manipulating it, however, I A hI 
detected the presence of a foreign body (W rt 
had not previously suspected). I had now pagent 
culty in guiding into the orifice and ag thrice 
a thin sewing needle two inches long, with 
that length of stout thread attached. ; 

Recovery was now rapid and uneventit'. needle 


Remarks.—I think the presence of ¢ 
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fully accounts for the acute symptoms described to 
me. Certainly it had left the alimentary canal 
before Isaw the animal, for, after I saw him, there 
was never the slightest difficulty in swallowing. I 
do not know the track the needle took, or its exact 
position before I discovered it, but the whole ex- 
perience is a lesson on the advisability of bearing 
in mind the possible presence of a foreign body, 
even when the symptoms do not directly indicate it. 
I do not exactly blame myself for failing so long 
to discover the real cause of the trouble, but, still, 
I am not at all proud of the case, so merely sign 


myself. 
M.R.C.V.S. 
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symp- 
judge GLANDERS IN A Cow. 
her to Prof. Riegler, of Bucharest, entirely supports the 


classic view that bovines have a natural immunity 
from glanders as contracted in an ordinary manner, 
but he has produced it in a cow experimentally. 

In 1904 he was utilising a cow for glanders ex- 
periments, and on February 23rd, 1905, he injected 
into the jugular living glanders bacilli coming 
through a rabbit which had died of the disease and 
then from cultivations of those bacilli that had been 
in cultivation three months, they were emulsified 
with 10¢.c. Sol. NaCl. 7-1000, and 2 c.c. of the 
emulsion injected. 

This produced high fever that lasted for 28 days. 
On March 28 she failed to rise and the temperature 
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ng of fell to 38:5, she lost her appetite, and for three 
solute weeks could not get up; she lost flesh rapidly, 
od de- breathed with distress. and large bed sores formed. 


Then the discharge from the nose became tinged 
With blood, and the glanders bacillus was found in 
it; but cultures from the blood during life were 
hegative. During the last eight days of her life 
there were two round ulcers on the right side of the 
septum nasi. The animal died on the 8th of April, 
and post-mortem showed ulcers and glanders 
nodules on the septum and wing of the nose, glan- 
erous lesions in the pharynx, trachea, bronchi and 
lungs ; thrombosis of the pulmonary veins, glander- 
ous lympho adenitis of the sub-maxillary and bron- 
-_ glands, and subcutaneous glanders nodules. 
ee from the blood were positive, but only from 
e liver and kidneys, but cultures from the tissue of 
other organs were prolific. 
was submitted to a hypodermic injec- 
emulsion and died in seven days, and 
Pa rom its blood and organs were positive. 
rere eg in 17 days and pure cultures were ob- 
a. rom its liver and spleen. A third inoculated 
ao raterial from the lungs died in 21 days, and 
ae cre humerous big nodules in all the organs. 
meer a ry these Were positive and prolific. A rat 
aa ed with emulsion from the nodules died in 
cultures from it were positive. 
cr has thus proved that experimental glan- 
an be induced in bovines, and is identical with 
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Rapip SALIVA AND PILOCARPINE. 


Remlinger has been experimenting on rabbits, 
dogs, and sheep rabid by inoculation and finds that 
2—5 egr. of Pilocarpine produces abundant saliva- 
tion in them in a few minutes, which saliva he in- 
jected into 26 guinea pigs and 37 rabbits, 10 of 
each died prematurely three days after inoculation. 
The rest were kept under observation for three 
months and not one developed rabies. They had 
been inoculated with saliva obtained at the com- 
mencement, middle, and end of salivation, but the 
result was uniform, showing that rabid saliva is 
neutralised by Pilocarpine.—Soc. de Biologie. 


Errect oF CENTRIFUGALISATION ON RABID VIRUS. 


Remlinger noticed that an emulsion of rabid virus 
passed through a Berkefeld filter and still virulent 
when submitted to the separator and allowed to 
stand sufficiently long became inert on the top, so 
he tried separating a non-filtered emulsion and 
found after an hour’s turning at 1000 revolutions 
per minute that the inertness of the superficial 
liquid was constant. This shows that the cause of 
rabies is a solid body and not a liquid contagium, 
but probably ultra microscopic. 
F. E. P. 


THE CENTRAL 
VETERINARY MEDICAL SOCIETY. 


An ordinary genéral meeting of the Society was held 
at 10 Red Lion Square, W.C., on Thursday, December 
9th, 1905, Mr. A. L. Butters, president, in the chair. 
There were present Messrs. E. Lionel Stroud, James 
Rowe, Fred. G. Samson, G. H. Broad, Alexander A. 
Johnson, Prof. W. Pritchard, Henry Gray, Sydney H. 
Slocock, Sidney Villar, W. Anthony Stainton, C. E. 
Wells, A. Neish, W. Perryman, W. R. Davis, George 
Upton, Capt. kK. E. Martin, Major E. R. C. Butler, J. B. 
Hare, A. S. Leese, R. A. Philp, Percy 8. Howard, Ains- 
worth Wilson, L. Savournin, William Hunting, W. 8. 
Mulvey, J. Willett, F. W. Willett, Nicholson Almond, 
W. Roger Clarke, James Macarthur, R. Porch, C. W. W. 
Brown, and Hugh A. MacCormack, Hon. Sec., and as 
visitors: Messrs. Horace L. Roberts, Manchester ; Jas. 
Tagg, A. E. Willett, Norman, and W. Brown. 

The minutes of the previous meeting were taken as 
read and confirmed. 

A letter was read from Lieut.-Colonel Blenkinsop re- 
gretting his inability to be present. 

A circular letter was read from the Royal Sanitary 
Institute requesting that delegates from the Society 

might be sent to the meeting to be held at Bristol on 

July 9th to 14th, 1906, inclusive. 

On the motion of Mr. E. L. Stroud, seconded by Mr. 

W. Perryman, it was agreed that the question of the 

election of delegates to the meeting of the Royal Sani- 

tary Institute should be placed upon the agenda for the 

next meeting. 


ELECTION AND NOMINATIONS. 
Major E. Taytor, A.V.D., proposed by Capt. Martin, 


and seconded by Major Butler, was unanimously elected 
a Fellow of the Society. 


The following gentlemen were nominated for Fellow- 


ship :--Mr. A. E. Mr. R. and Mr, 
J. C. COLMAN. 


PARLIAMENTARY REPRESENTATION. 


© equine disease.— Archiva Vet. 


needle 


The SEcRETARY read a letter from the Lancashire 
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Veterinary Medical Association, inviting the Society to 
send delegates to Manchester on January 19th next to 
discuss the question of Parliamentary representation. 

The PrestDENT pointed out that the Society was not 
asked to decide any point, but simply to discuss the 
question. 

Mr. Stroup thought the Manchester meeting was a 
most important one and that the Society should be re- 

resented, and he proposed that three delegates should 
sent by the Society. 

Mr. R. Porcu seconded the motion. He thought the 
Society should be represented, but any action in the 
matter could come up for further discussion. 

Mr. N. ALMonp thought that if delegates were to be 
sent the question should be raised as to whether they 
were to be instructed in any way to support the propo- 
sition or not. The subject had bend already discussed 
in various parts of the country and a gre:t deal had 
been said adverse to representation. It seemed to him 
that the principle of representation was the right one, 
and personally he thought the profession should have a 
voice in the House of Commons if it could command 
one. It was true that one voice in a large assembly 
would not have much weight, but it was possible for 
that one voice to state any veterinary case fairly and 
clearly, and such a statement would necessarily have 
weight with all fair-minded men. Therefore, he thought 
it desirable to send the delegates with an instruction 
that they should support the proposition, the question 
of ways and means being left for after consideration. If 
possible the representative in the House of Commons 
should be a veterinary surgeon, as he was more likely 
to appreciate points which were of importance to the 
profession. 

Mr. W. HuntinG said Mr. Almond desired to send 
delegates to support whatever proposition was before the 
Manchester meeting. 

Mr. ALMonpD said it was to support the principle of 
representation, and not any resolution that might be 
proposed. 

Mr. HUNTING said it was to support a principle which 
he had never yet quite understood, that of having a 
Member of Parliament to represent the veterinary pro- 
fession. He rather favoured sending delegates, though 
he a there would be a large majority of the three 
entirely opposed to what had hitherto been brought for- 
ward on the subject. Up to the present there had been 
only vague suggestions that it would be a good thing to 
have a Member of Parliament, and he had never yet met 
anyone who did not think it would be a good thing, but 
there were a number of insuperable difficulties in the 

way, and all those who had to promote the 
nebulous scheme had carefully avoided all reference to 
details and methods. He fancied that that was what 
would occur at Manchester ; each man would pose as a 
leader of the profession and mostly talk nonsense. Un- 
less the Society had a tolerably clear idea of what it 
wanted done, the only thing to do was to send represen- 
tatives who would be opposed to mere talk and who 
would try and get something like a practical set of de- 
tails from the men assembled at Manchester, There 
was a great deal of fluent talk about the necessity of a 
Member of Parliament, but nothing was ever done. 
Unless some of the practical difficulties were settled it 
seemed to him to be only cultivating a disease which the 
Society had not suffered from so far, megalocephalus. 
It was inadvisable to concentrate efforts on one Member 
of Parliament unless it was pretty certain that the object 
would be achieved, to the detriment of another scheme 
by which each member of the profession used his influ- 
ence with his own member. The profession was only a 
small body of some 3,000, not a tenth of the voters in 
many electoral districts, and he su yposed that the 
average district returning « Member of Parliament had 


bear in mind that if the profession made no effort to get 
the Members of Parliament in their own districts 
clearly imbued with what the — required, a 
great point would be missed. If the profession was 
going to concentrate itself on the one Member of Parlia- 
ment and pay no attention to all the others, it would do 
more harm than good. 

Captain MARTIN suggested that the delegates should 
go with an open mind, and if a feasible scheme was put 
before them they should go for it. If nothing but a 
nebulous scheme was brought forward he did not see 
any good in supporting it, but they should certainly su 
port any practical scheme that might be put before the 
meeting. 

Mr. G. Upron suggested it might be well to find ont 
whether they had any scheme. 

Major BuTLer thought it would be best to send one 
delegate with an open mind and the other two with 
very determined convictions. 

Mr. Upton thought it was no use asking men to repre- 
sent the Society without giving them something definite to 
act upon. Veterinary surgeons had no /ocus stand? in this 
country. It appeared to him to be more a question of a 
new Charter than Parliamentary representation. 

The following gentlemen were elected as delegates :— 
Mr. A. L. Butters (President), Mr. Roger Clarke, and 
Mr. R. Porch. 

On the proposition of Mr. Hunting, seconded by Prof. 
Pritchard, it was agreed to recommend to the Council 
that the expenses of the delegates be paid. 


Expert Evipencr sy INspectors oF THE R.S.P.C.A. 


Mr. Stocock said he had occasion recently to make a 
protest before his local Bench of Magistrates against the 
evidence of the inspectors being accepted as ex- 
pert evidence. He was granted an audience by the 
Chairman of the Bench of Magistrates and explained 
his views before the full Bench in their private roow, 
and they agreed with him that the matter had been 
rather over-looked, and assured him that in future they 
would analyse the evidence much more carefully and 
see that the inspectors were not put in a false position. 
The matter that led to the protest was a case in whicha 
horse was stopped by the police, an old horse with bent 
legs. It was taken to the station and he was called 
to examine the horse on behalf of the owner. {In court 
were two inspectors, one belonging to the Richmond 
District Society and one to the Royal Society, and he 
noticed that the men went out with a policeman 1 
examine the horses outside the Court. There were three 
cruelty cases that day, the first being that of a inan who 
was stopped for working a horse with chafed elbows. 
The police constable in the box spoke not only of the 
chafed elbows, but of lameness, and was asked by the 
defendant whether anything had been mentioned of the 
lameness in the indictment, and explained that until the 
lameness was suggested by the Society's inspector it was 
never dreamt of. The inspector of the Richmone 
Society then went into the box, and his opening Wer 
were “I have examined the horse now outside the 
Court,” and he went on to give expert evidence with re 
gard to the horse being lame from ringbone and UW! 
for work. The defendant said the horse ha -v 
worked by him for something like two years, and t ie 
had never been any question of lameness. ‘The cue 
the case was not very excessive, and he did not ques ‘i 
the justice or injustice of the punishment, but i 
object to the inspector making an expert examine 
of the animal and giving evidence which was wt P the 
as expert. He had not a word to say agains vast 
Societies, because everyone agreed they did » at? 
amount of good work, and he was sure the mg" - 
profession would do their utmost to help them, 0"). 


not five veterinary surgeons in it. It would be well to 
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give expert evidence. As the inspector came out of the 
box he touched him on the elbow and asked him what 
grounds he had for giving such evidence, and the reply 
he received might be guessed. On being called into the 
box in his own case he protested against the evidence 
which had been accepted. He appealed to the Magis- 
trates to convict the defendant even if they only fined 
him a shilling, sothat he might appeal. The man was 
not convicted, but had to pay the costs of the Court, 
the Chairman of the Bench going so far as to express 
the opinion that the horse was unfit for work. The evi- 
dence given in the case was of the same nature as that 
given in the previous case, and he was prepared to say 
that the inspector of the Royal Society saw the horse 
for the first time outside the Court. In his evidence 
the inspector said he had examined the horse, and went 
on to explain the different ailments the animal was 
suffering from, amongst which he enumerated broken 
knees and inflamed joints. The horse had been in the 
possession of the defendant for six years and was used 
for the purpose of going to and from London to fetch 
pig-wash, the horse was better on his legs now than he 
was when he bought him six years before. He had 
chipped knees when he was bought, but he had never 
been down since ; and it was hardly likely the inflam- 
mation would have lasted for that length of that. He 
had in his possession several cuttings relating to cases 
where animals had been stopped by the police and 
examined by officers of the Royal Society and the Rich- 
moud Society, the officers afterwards giving evidence in 
the Conrts. In one case a veterinary surgeon was call- 
ed for the defence, but his evidence was simply ignored, 
the policeman and the society’s officer being too power- 
{nl for any veterinary surgeon. He noticed that that 
sort of thing occurred outside the district of the Metro- 
politan Police Court. He had been told on very good 
authority that the Commissioner of the Police allowed no 
fee for veterinary surgeons, and that an order was 
issued that when the police stopped a horse for cruelty 
the inspector of the R.S.P.C.A. should be communicated 
with so that he could attend the Court and give evi- 
dence. The police assured him that no such Order was 
issued and the Clerk of the Police Court assured him 
: lere Was no such Order as far as he could ascertain. 
Sg a as he received them from the Clerk were that 
ve Commissioner of Police did not allow for the 
‘ervices of a veterinary surgeon for Courts outside the 
Metropolitan area, 
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eh and that he made no provision for the em- 
veterinary surgeon in that district or in 
the Row ‘e districts, He wrote to the new Secretary of 
their in Society with regard to the evidence given by 
tor, pointing out that it was a thingthatought 
inspecte opped, and that he objected strongly to their 
expert what was to all intents and’ purposes 
Mt Peer aap The reply was that if the Magistrates 
ing to do wi ‘ the evidence as being expert it was noth- 
decide es wit 1 the Society; it was for the Magistrates to 
plied that evidence they considered expert. He _re- 
prevent sn ‘h Was sorry the Society did not see its way to 
he would . ob thing occurring in the future, and that 
1ad been —— see what he conld do to stop it. He 
thought the ore the local Bench of Magistrates and he 
e thong! : atten was settled once and for all there. 
was of the Court would prevent it. 
considerab] cr the impression that he would meet with 
Magistrate's opposition, but when he appeared in the 
Was tinea ne fourteen or fifteen of them, he 
men, anne ed by the Clerk of the Court, the Chair- 
Vice-Chairman. In any case in which 


was no ground for complaint as he was only doing™his 
duty; the objection was to the detailed expert evidence. 
The veterinary profession was not only being snubbed, 
but robbed; and therefore be thought it was only his 
duty to bring the matter before the Society for discus- 
sion. If the Society thought fit the matter might be 
carried further and the Royal College of Veterinary Sur- 
geons asked to take up the question and see to what ex- 
tent they could obtain proper recognition of the veteri- 
nary surgeon in the future. 

Mr. H. Gray thought the thanks of the Society were 
due to Mr. Slocock for bringing the matter forward. He 
was in entire agreement with Mr. Slocock, althongh 
personally he did not wish to have anything to do with 
police courts. One matter not referred to by Mr. Slo- 
cock was the conflict of evidence between veterinary 
surgeons on opposite sides in cruelty cases. It was diffi- 
cult then for a magistrate to decide which was right, 
and he thought the only way out of the difficulty was to 
call in a third veterinary surgeon as an assessor. 

Mr. Samson asked who was to pay him. 

Mr. Gray said the Court, and it had been done in 
cases in which he had been engaged. Whenever that 
oceurred it should be seen that the inspector of the 
Royal Society did not endeavour to obtain the services 
of the official veterinary surgeon of the Society. In one 
case where he consented to have a certain veterinary 
surgeon who was an official of the Society he thought 
that gentleman used his official position against him. 

Mr. Upron asked whether he was paid on conviction. 

Mr. Gray said he did not know. With regard to 
the Metropolitan Police not allowing a fee for a veteri- 
vary surgeon, he was bound to say that whenever he 
had attended a court the magistrate had certified for 
payment of his fee. 

Mr. G. Upron said he had been mixed up with many 
such cases, and it seemed to him that a veterinary sur- 
geon Was sppointed almost for the purpose of swearing 
black was white. To say that an animal which was a 
little bit stiff from spavin was suffering excruciating 
pain, was in his opinion conduct disgraceful in a profes- 
sional respect. It seemed to him that a number of 
veterinary surgeons in London simply paraded the 
streets and went to police courts to obtain convictions, 
and those men were a‘curse to the profession. His own 
district was half under the Metropolitan Police and half 
under the County Police, and the police were instructed 
to get convictions and to wire to the Royal Society. 
He asked whether it was the same in Mr. Slocock’s 
district. 

Mr. Stocock said he was told so. 

Prof. PrircHarp observed that what was told was 
not evidence. 
Mr. Stocock said he could not get it confirmed. 
Mr. Upron said on Bank-holidays, of course, about a 
district like Epping Forest it was not a question of what 
a horse could draw, but what he had to do, and that 
was the day horse-owners were pounced upon. He was 
not asked to appear in his own district unless it was a 
ease where a horse had been overdriven or had broken 
its legs. The police always wired to the Society so that 
the Society might take up the case first. ; 
Mr. Stocock said that one of the Richmond Society 
inspectors told him the police always communicated 
with them. 

Prof. Prrrenarp desired a distinction to be drawn 
between the Richmond Society and the Royal Society 
for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals. 

Mr. Stocock said that was understood. 

Mr. Upton continuing said he had been asked to 
appear at certain benches-— 

Prof. Prrrcuarp asked Mr. Upton to name them. 

Mr. Upron named Ongar, Brentwood, Grays, and 
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trict. The R.S.P.C.A. appointed certain men to certain 
courts, and if they could not obtain the services of a 
veterinary surgeon they obtained a policeman. 

Mr. ALMOND rose to a point of order. It seemed to 
him the question was as to whether the Society’s officers 
should give expert evidence. Mr. Upton was not con- 
fining himself to the subject under discussion. 

Mr. Upton maintained that if a veterinary surgeon 
would not go to the district they took the evidence of a 
policeman or one of their own officers. 

Mr. ALMonpD declared they could get twenty veteri- 
nary surgeons if they wanted them. 

Mr. Upron said that that was not always the case. 

Mr. F. G. Samson thought the Royal Society was 
doing good work, but it had most peculiar ways of doing 
it. He thonght it was the rule in the Metropolitan 
Police district when a policeman stopped an animal that 
the Society should be communicated with, and that was 
done to put the expense on the Society’s shoulders and 
save the police, or at any rate that was what he had 
been told by the inspectors at the stations. He did not 
think Mr. Slocock was treated more harshly in his dis- 
trict than other people. Expert evidence was given 
every day not only by Royal Society men, but by police- 
men. <A point Mr. Slocock had overlooked was officers 
of the Royal Society being allowed to plead and to 
cross-examine. On the previous week at the South 
Western Police Court he had been himself cross-examined 
on oath by a Royal Society man, who cross-examined 
him from the body of the Court. He thonght the Society 
should be compelled to employ a solicitor. Veterinary 
surgeons were not allowed to cross-examine. 

Prof. PrircHArD said they were and he had done it. 

Mr. SaMSon declared it was well-known that evidence 
was accepted from the inspectors and from the police 
not only in cruelty cases but in many other cases. The 
Society cases were wostly brought against poor people 
who could not afford the expense of two or three veteri- 
nary surgeons to fight the case for them. Another 
thing that was obnoxious was the custom of the inspec- 
tors suggesting how the papers should be filled up. He 
had been frequently asked to alter a thing becanse it was 
not strong enough, and he knew of some men who 
would do it to please the officer. He thought it would 
be better if the inspector did not see the certificate at 
all, but that it should go direct to the Council of the 
Society. Now the officer read the certificate, digested it, 
and gave his evidence from it in Court as his own evi- 
dence, and it was accepted 

Mr. Gray asked whether an inspector had any right 
to go into a private person’s stables without sanction 

Mr. said he had _ not. 

Mr. Samson said that some years ago a Society man 
at half past ten at night walked into his father’s stables 
and wanted to inspect a grey horse. His eldest brother 
took hold of him and put him in the tank, and told 
him he could police-court him if he liked, but he 
did not. 

Mr. ALMonD said it was no doubt true that the 
owner of a horse could refuse to admit a Society’s officer, 
but he had frequently seen it used against the owner of 
the horse in Court. Mr. Slocock’s experience appeared 
to him to be the common experience of veterinary sur- 
geons, and he did not think it was a matter that ‘really 
required discusssion. He suggested that the Royal 
College of Veterinary Surgeons should be asked to in- 
vestigate the matter and ascertain what powers they 
possessed. 

The PREsIDENT said it was the custom of some people 
to refuse to allow the officers to see the horse, but to 
make an appointinent with them for the next day. He 
once had an experience at Marlborough Street Police 
Court when a horse suffering from a breeching gall was 
stopped by the police. As the magistrate could not deal 
with the case, the horse and man were locked up and 


the man brought before the Court on the following morn. 
ing. The magistrate was the late Mr. Newton, a Stiper- 
diary, and when the case was called on, the policeman 
gave his evidence and a veterinary surgeon gave evidence 
and Mr. Newton signalled to the Society’s officer to w: 
into the box. That officer explained to the magistrate 
that he had not seen the horse and the magistrate jp- 
structed him to go and examine it, and adjourned the 
case for a week. When a Stipendiary did that, he did 
not know that other magistrates could be much blamed, 
The case came on the following week, but before 
another magistrate, and he dismissed it. The point 
was that the Society’s ofticer went into the box and gave 
evidence as an expert from an examination he had made. 
It was fortunate that the evidence of the policeman and 
the veterinary surgeon had been written down, because 
the evidence had been sharpened up and made stronger 
than it had been on the previous occasion. 

Mr. W. R. Davis said that one reason that magis- 
trates were inclined to accept the evidence of the 
Societies’ inspectors as expert evidence was that in 
many cases the inspector had a trained veterinary sur- 
surgeon trotting round with him. 

Mr. Stocock moved the following resolution : “That 
in the opinion of the Fellows of the Central Veterinary 
Medical Society the attention of the Royal College of 
Veterinary Surgeons should be drawn to the manner in 
which evidence accepted as expert is given by inspectors 
of the R.S.P.C.A., and that the Royal College of Veteri- 
nary Surgeons be requested to take steps to prevent sueli 
practice in the future.” 

Mr. SAMson seconded the motion. 

Mr. Upton wished to add to the resolution a sentence 
with regard to veterinary surgeons attending police 
courts on behalf of Societies’ inspectors, but he was ruled 
out of order. 

Mr. Supney VILLAR bore testimany to the very great 
good that had been done and was being done by the 
R.S.P.C.A. and kindred societies, he was quite con 
vinced and he was quite certain they all were convinced 
that if such societies did not exist the amount of cruelty 
in this country would be appaling. He rather regretted 
to hear Mr. Slocock make so much of an individual case, 
becanse it was the broad principle that required discs 
sion, the principle whether the evidence of these inspet- 
tors who had no professional training, ought to be 
accepted by magistrates as expert evidence. He thought 
that noone could deny that it was an injustice to the 
defendants that such evidence should be accepted * 
expert. 

He was sure the Council of the R.C.V.S. would le 
willing to take this matter up, but personally he thought 
the Central Veterinary Medical Society was itself quite 
strong enough to deal with the subject, for was it ne! 
the most influential body of veterinary surgeons apel! 
from the Council. To bring such a matter before the 
Council of the R.C.V.S. involved some delay, the re" 
lution which this Society might forward would be re 
at the Council meeting and would probably have te ™ 
delegated toa Committee for consideration and rep" 
a‘ d there would necessarily be a considerable ameunt 0! 
delay; whereas this Society could take steps in the matt 
at once, indeed it could commence to-niglit. Perhas 
the best way in which this Society could act would ‘ 
to get some of its Fellows who were influential me" 
bers of the R.S.P.C.A. also—as for instance Profess" 
Pritchard and Mr. Wragg-—to interview the new _ 
tary of the Royal Society and point out this injustice 
him when he would no doubt properly consider # 
remedy the evil. Some years ago a case Was brow 
to the notice of the Council of the R.C.V.S. where, 
Inspector of the Society had given evidence 19 yee 
case tried at the Nottingham Connty Court the or 
the Secretary of the R.S.P.C.A. was drawn to the ma 
and the offending inspector was suspended. 
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Another way in which this Society could act would be 
to go for an appeal to Quarter Sessions. In fighting a 
ease this Society would be able to obtain any amount 
of expert evidence for nothing, so it was really in a 
very good position to support any defendant who would 
appeal from an unjust conviction. Care would have 


morn- 
tipen- 
dence, 

to go 


istrate to be exercised, but it would not be difficult to find a 
te in- case in which injustice had been committed. 
“d the This Society also could address the Clerks of the 


Peace, who would then bring the matter before the 
Magistrates in Quarter Sessions, and by that means the 
opinion of the vetermary profession would be made 
widely known amongst the unpaid Justices of the 
country. 
He had been surprised at the President’s remarks 
with regard to a stipendiary, he was under the impres- 
sion that the London Stipendiary Magistrates invaria- 
bly called for the evidence of a veterinary surgeon, but 
unfortunately this did not always occur in country dis- 
tricts and that was where the great injustice was done 
to the profession, for it was an injustice to bring a man 
inas an expert witness who frequently had not as much 
knowledge about horses as the magistrates themselves. 
In Somersetshire some months ago a man was charged 
with cruelly beating a hound; it was generally expected 
there would be a conviction as the hound had died, but 
it hyppened that the Chairman of the Bench was Mr. 
Wyndham Slade, a retired London stipendiary magis- 
trate, who called for the evidence of a veterinary sur- 
geon, such expert evidence was not forthcoming and the 
charge was dismissed. 

The resolution on being put was carried. 

_ On the motion of Mr. Willett, seconded by Mr. Porch, 
it was resolved that a copy of the resolution should be 
sent to all the Veterinary Medical Sovieties throughout 
the Kingdom asking for their views on the matter and 
their support. 

Mr. PerryMAN moved that a letter of congratulation 
should be send to Sir John M’Fadyean on the recent 
honour that had been conferred upon him by His 
Majesty the King. It needed no words of eulogy from 
him to commend Professor M’Fadyean. They all 
agreed that if there was one man in the veterinary pro 
fession, or even in the medical profession, that deserved 
such an honour it was Professor M’Fadyean. (Cheers.) 
Another reason why the Society should congratulate 
him was because he was a member of the Society, and 
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thouelt - Society was greatly honoured by having him on its 
to the Ou. 
pted as Prof. PrrrcHarp seconded the motion, which was 


carried unanimously. 

As the date for the next meeting of the Society clash- 
ed with the dinner to be given to Sir John M’Fadyean, 
which was fixed for the 4th of J anuary, on the proposi- 
ton of Mr. Gray, seconded by Mr. Slocock, the anuary 
neeting of the Society was postponed from the 4th to 


the 11th. 

— y motion of Mr. A. A. Johnson, seconded by Mr. 

Slocork a hearty vote of thanks was accorded to Mr. 

ae for bringing forward the question that had been 
scussed that evening. 


vote of thanks to the President concluded the 


meeting, 
__H. A. MacCormack, Hon. See. 
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THE VETERINARY MEDICAL ASSOCIATION 
OF IRELAND. 


on qorember Meeting of this Association took place 

30th. 1905, Dublin, on Thursday, November 

) ollowing members were present :—Messrs. J. 

y (President) in the chair, and C. Allen (Secre- 


J. W. Nolans, Birr ; W. Cargill Patrick, Mullingar ; Col. 
J. Reilly, A.V.D.; Prof. J. F. Craig, Prof. G. H. Wool- 
dridge, Royal Vet. College, Dublin ; J. Holland, Athy ; 
W. Russell, J. D. Richardson, R. H. Lambert, W. i 
Wilkinson, F. A. Heney, J. J. Kelly, Prof. G. 
Dunne, Royal Vet. College, W.H. Bradley, Dublin ; 
Lt.-Col. L. J. Blenkinsop, A.V.D.; E. C. Winter, 
Limerick ; M. Barlow, Bray; Prof. J. J. O’Connor, 
Royal Vet. College, Dublin ; Capt. W. A. Pallin, A V.D., 
J.B. Dunlop, Dublin ; and W. A. Byrne, Roscommon. 

The following visitors were also present : Messrs. J. A. 
Hewson, H. Gibson, W.J. Moran, F. A. Markham, 
C. J. Clibborn, E. P. Hearne, J. Scott Nimmo, Capt. 
A.V.D. ; J. J. Aitken, Capt. A.V.D.; and J. J. Fleury, 
Royal Vet. College, Dublin. 

The following wrote expressing their inability to 
attend :—Messrs. J. A. Thompson, F. C. Mason, Col. C. 
Steel, J. H. Pierse, T. L. Simcocks, Finlay Kerr, Capt. 
R. H. Hulmes, P. W. Creagh, S. W. Haftield, J. A. Jor- 
dan, J. Preston, W. Chambers, J. D. Whitty, J. J.Vahey, 
and B. P. J. Mahony. 


NOMINATIONS. 


Messrs. J. J. Fleury, J. T. Clinton. T. Flynn, and 
Capt. J. J. Aitken, A.V.D., were nominated for election 
as members of the Association. 


Report oF Councit. 


Mr. President and Gentlemen,—On the 20th October, 
1904, your Secretary received a communication from a 
member of this Association enclosing a handbill dis- 
tributed by Messrs. McAlinden and Co.. of the Medical 
Hall, Nenagh. In this handbill it was stated that 
veterinary advice was given free. A Member of the 
Royal College of Veterinary Surgeons in that town was 
written to, and he informed us that he was not employed 
by the firm, and that he was the only qualified Veteri- 
narian in Nenagh. The subject matter was considered 
by your Council, and on the 25th October, 1904, we sent 
a copy of the correspondence, together with the hand- 
bill, to the Secretary of the Royal College of Veterinary 
Surgeons. On the 13th of January, 1905, we received a 
communication from the said Council requesting us to 
inform them if a “angge | qualified Veterinarian was 
employed by the firm, although we had previously 
written to the Secretary stating definitely that no 
Veterinary Surgeon was employed by the firm. On the 
14th of April, 1905, Mr. George Thatcher, solicitor to 
the Royal College of Veterinary Surgeons, wrote to your 
President stating that the Council of the R.C.V.S., after 
careful consideration of the facts submitted to them, 
considered that a prosecution against Messrs. McAlinden 
and Co. would be unsuccessful because many years ago 
a similar case was tried ian England and failed. We 
obtained a report of the case cited, and submitted the 
two cases to Mr. Dudley White, Barrister-at-law, for his 
opinion, and he informed us that the two cases were not 
at all analagous, and there was a strong case against 
Messrs. McAlinden and Co. A lengthened correspon- 
dence on the subject took place between the Solicitor of 
the R.C.V.S. and your President, which terminated by 
the matter being again cousidered by the Council of the 
R.C.V.S., and on the 19th of June, 1905, Mr. Thatcher 
informed your President that the Council of _ the 
R.C.V.S. had decided to go on with the case without 
counsel. We considered the case should be submitted 
to the court by counsel, and a further long delay 
elapsed before our advice in this matter was acted upon. 
The case was tried on the 18th of November, 1905, and 
the following report received from Mr. Dudley White, 
Barrister-at-law, will show the result :— 

“This case came on for hearing to-day before the 
Magistrates at Petty Sessions at Nenagh. I examined 
the man who distributed the handbills. He seemed 
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ness. He, however, identified the handbill, and said it 
was given to him to distribute by McAlinden. On 
cross-examination he could not say the precise date that 
this had happened, except he was positive that it was 
before last Christmas. I then examined the manager 
trom the Midland Tribune, who had printed this hand- 
bill, and as [ had directed that the summons requiring 
him to attend should also require him to produce any 
numbers of his paper that bore upon the case, he did 
produce a copy of the Midland Tribune, but dated so 
far back as October, 1904, in which McAlinden had 
actually advertised his place as a ‘ Chemical and Veteri- 
nary Establishment,’ but he swore positively that that 
was the last advertisement of that kind that appeared 
in his paper, and that the handbills had been printed in 
August of 1904. I then examined Mr. Nolans, of Birr, 
Veterinary Surgeon, and he deposed that he obtained a 
copy of the handbill from a chemist in Birr. I think 
he said it was twelve months ago. The case on the 
merits was thus proved up to the hilt, but, as I antici- 
pated, the technical point was raised for the defence 
that under the Petty Sessions Act in Ireland the sum- 
mons should be brought within six months from the 
date the cause of complaint arose. I contended that 
the offence in this case was a continuous offence, that 
‘Littera scripta manet, and therefore that the Petty 
Sessions Act did not apply. The magistrates unani- 
mously, and no doubt rightly, decided that the defen- 
dant’s solicitor’s contention was a good one. I stated 
that we had foreseen this defence might be made, but 
that the Royal College had determined, in the interests 
of the public, and in the interests of the veterinary pro- 
fession, to show that they would not tolerate any person 
unqualified assuming the title which he did not possess 
to practice veterinary surgery. The Chairman said our 
action was most justifiable that the public should be 
protected against unqualified persons attempting to pre- 
scribe for animals just as much as against unqualified 
persons attempting to practice medicine, and while they 
were obliged, not having jurisdiction owing to six months 
having elapsed since the commission of the offence, to 
disiniss the snmmons, they nevertheless did so without 
prejudice and without costs. 

“T was informed subsequently that all the handbills 
had been destroyed, and there is not the least doubt that 
the effects of the prosecution will be most salutary. 

“As you are aware, I consulted Mr. MceKenny some 
time ago as to the advisability of our going on owing to 
the risk of being met by this technical point, and he 
thought, and, if [ may say so, I think rightly, that the 
mere fact of a prosecution would bave a most salutary 
effect, so long as it was not dismissed on the merits. 

“T had some hopes this morning that, as the old man 
who distributed the handbills was, 1 understood, very 
doubtful as to the exact date when he last distributed 
them, that possibly some might have been given out in 
the last six months ; however, on cross-examination, he 
seemed completely to have made up his mind that none 
were distributed after last Christmas, and from all I 
heard in Nenagh to-day I personally have no doubt that 
he was accurate in so saying. 

“T see that my opinion is dated May 24, 1905, so that 
we actually, even as matters turned ont, had a month 
from that date to have successfully prosecuted the 
defendant ; however, the authority from the College did 
not come until, I think, some day in July. At all 
events, the result of the whole matter is, | venture to 
assert, that the Royal College of Veterinary Surgeons 
have, by their action, stamped out of Nenagh and the 
neighbouring district any attempt to infringe the rights 
of veterinary surgeons. 

“Yours faithfully, 
“ (Signed) Wurre, 
“29, Kildare Street, Dublin. 
“18th November, 1905. 


With reference to the matter of the professors of the 
Camden Town Veterinary College practising privately 
(for particulars of same we refer you to the report of 
the General Meeting of last May which appeared jy 
The Veterinary Record) the matter was discussed at the 
Council meeting of the 11th of last August, and it was 
decided that the Secretary should send the following 
letter to each of the Governors of the said College, viz,: 

“Sir, —] am instructed by the members of the Veteri- 
nary Medical Association of Ireland to draw the atten. 
tion of the Governors of the Royal Veterinary College, 
Camden Town, to the fact that By-law No. 11 of that 
institution has been frequently violated in a most 
flagrant manner, and that said violation is increasing, 

“The By-law referred to reads as follows :-- 

“*'The Professors are not to examine horses as to 

soundness out of the College, nor visit sick animal 
(otherwise than in the course of investigting any such 
outbreak as aforesaid), except by special permission 
of the Principal or Professor in charge, and then only 
for the purpose of consult:tion with a veterinary 
surgeon, or with the object of the removal of such 
horses or other animals to the infirmary for treatment, 
if this be found convenient and safe.’ 

“We, the Members of the Veterinary Medical Associa- 
tion of Ireland, call on the Governors of the said College 
to have By-law No. 11 of the institution enforced, as its 
violation materially interferes with private practi: 
tioners, and is prejudicial to the interests of the College. 
We, therefore, hope that it may please you— being a 
Governor of the College—to use your influence in 
having the grievance discontinued at once, and such 
stringent measures adopted as will iprobably prevent its 
recur ence. 

“T am, Sir, 
“Your nost obedient servant, 
“(Signed) CHas, ALLEN, 
“ Hon. Secretary. 

The result of the above letter is that we have received 

the following communication from the Secretary of the 


Royal Veterinary College, Camden Town, viz. :— 
“ Royal Veterinary College, 
* Camden Town, N.W. 
October 11th, 1905. 
“ Dear Sir,—L beg to inform you that your commu 
cation of 12th ultimo was yesterday submitted to the 
Committee for General Purposes of the Governors of the 
College, and I am to say that steps have been take! 
which will in future ensure the strict enforcement 
the By-law of the College to which you direct attenti” 
“ Yours faithfully, 
“(Signed) Rricup. A. Powys, 
* Secretary. 


Charles Allen, Esq., 
Hon. Secretary, 
The Veterinary Medical Association of 
Ireland, Dublin 


We consider the foregoing most satisfactory, be 
advise that each member of the profession be watt 
that a recurrence of the offence be not again — 
without letting it be generally known, so os 3 
tinuance of the a will be at once checked, 
the offender punished. hi 

We a communication from the Lancasi 
Veterinary Medical Association, in which was ¢0” 
the following resolution, viz. :— 

“That this Association invite all the ot 
Associations of Great Britain and Ireland t be 
delegates (not exceeding three in number); a 
with any member of the veterinary profession ty 1906 
to meet at Manchester on Friday, Januaty } wl 
at 11 a.m. to discuss the question.” (Parla 


Kepresentation). 
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We suggest that our President (Mr. J. McKenny), and 
Mr. W. A. Byrne, of Roscommon, be clected as our 
delegates. 

We considered two cases of alleged violation of the 
Veterinary Surgeons’ Act, and are of the opinion that 
in one case an unqualified person has been, and is, 
practising as a veterinary surgeon ; and in the cther 
case a professional gentleman is covering an unqualified 
man, «ce. permitting a groom in his employment. to 
examine, advise, and operate upon dogs. We have sent 
a report of these cases to the Secretary of the Royal 
College of Veterinary Surgeons. 

We have also sent particulars of another case reported 
to us,viz.: An American gentleman (not a member of the 
Royal College of Veterinary Surgeons), who has distri- 
buted a handbill in which he styles himself a veterinary 
surgeon. 

CHas. ALLEN. 
Discussion. 


“Two SurcicAL AREAS IN THE HorsE—PLANTAR 
Nerves, Factan Srnuses,” by Prof. J. F. Crate. Read 
at the August meeting. 


Mr. Byrne expressed his pleasure at passing from the 
troubled field of veterinary politics to the calmer arena 
of scientific discussion. He felt bound to obey the 
command of the President when asked to open the dis- 
cussion on this excellent paper, but he did so with some 
qualms. He had intended to look carefully through his 
Chauveau, but for the same reason that his exact stu- 
dent knowledge of anatomy had got hazy and ill-defined, 
he had not been able to study the subject matter of this 
paper since the last meeting—“ the losses and crosses of 
active life” came distractingly in the way. He thought 
every one who had read Professor Craig’s unusually 
minute, accurate, and suggestive paper would have 
reaped a considerable amount of benefit. He had dis- 
sected some fore legs and trephined a few skulls in 
addition to carefully studying the paper. He thought 
it his duty as the opener of the discussion not only to 
emphasise merits but to discover mistakes or inaccura- 
cles if they existed—he had failed to find any errors. 

He had not many neurectomies to do in his practice, 
Which lay chiefly ina great breeding district where the 

torses Were generally sold before they became “crocks.” 
However, at the present moment he had a horse under 
treatment on which he had done a neurectomy, ard in 
which he thought he had cut the external plantar above 
the point where it is joined by the oblique branch. This 
may have been due to the oblique branch joining the 
external plantar unusually low down, or, he honestly 
a it may have et because the operation 
high up. hatever the reason there was 
at a careful study of this excellent paper 
aad © of great assistance in helping him to avoid 
a ha disappointing occurrence again. 
we carlo yn to find any error or inaccuracy in the 
ound, it very helpful and suggestive with 
ry and surgical points of great im- 
great pleasure in expressing his 

alee bes fulness and obligation to Professor 
chal chalf of the entire Association and on his own 
wae suuner said he had listened to Professor Craig’s 
pleasure. The Professor had not 
portant. de tai uis notice some minute and not wnim- 

fore, but the ve ge og which he did not know 
siderably paper also refreshed his memory con- 
might outside the scope of the discussion, but 
tom tad a gy to make a remark about the symp- 
Went the symut r disease, So far as his observations 
hot auit, ascribed to navicular disease were 
luite right; at any rate th described 
were, he thought y rate the symptoms describec 
ght, rather misleading to the young practi- 


tioner. The subject of navicular is always said to step 


short. This is so when both feet are badly or nearly 
equally affected, but when the horse is much lamer in 
one foot than the other, or when one foot only is affected, 
the horse always steps long with the lame or lamer foot. 
In other words, the horse when walking places the lame 
foot more in advance of the sound one than the sound 
one in advance of lame one. Without referring to the 
well known low action and shifting and pointing of the 
feet, there is, when walking, a peculiar and increased 
movement of the shoulder which 1s difficult to describe. 
The extensor metacarpus, anticus pectus and levator 
humeri are prominently brought into action, and the 
muscles whose action is more or less suppressed are the 
flexor perférans. triceps extensor, and extensor pedis. 
The flexor perforatus probably does its fair share of 
work. In chronic cases the shoulder has more or less a 
shot-forward appearance. In standing or walking the 
horse is afraid to place its foot well under the body and 
inclines to keep the foot or feet more forward than nor- 
mal, as this position reduces the angle or bend of the 
tendon passing under the navicular. In walking the 
toe is brought to the ground at same time as, or before 
the heel, but Mr. Dunlop thinks that this is more notice- 
able when the horse is turning, and he has often noticed 
ov rather heard a tip-tap, or toe-and-heel, sound when the 
horse was being turned. Contraction of the foot, gener- 
ally given as a sign of the disease, is not often present 
unless in advanced cases and is more characteristic of 
other diseases of the foot. Mr. Dunlop had performed a 
good many operations of what they used to call “ neuro- 
tomy,” and in no case was it necessary to dress the wound 
more than once and it always healed by first intention. 
He did not claim to be a particularly good operator, but 
he attributed his success to the thorough cleansing of the 
skin before the operation, the use of the mildest anti- 
septics, and the rendering of the parts perfectly immo- 
bile by the application of gelatine, which he fully des- 
cribed. He paid more attention to obscure than well- 
marked cases. He quoted a case of a 20-year-old horse 
(a favourite) that he suspected of navicular disease, and 
which was destroyed. The post mortem examination, 
made in presence of Mr. Crighton, M.R.C.V.S., revealed 
navicular disease in a very early stage. He had kept the 
specimens beside him for years, and he appreciated it far 
more than if it had been a well marked case. He con- 
cluded by saying he had enjoyed the paper very much, 
and had not a word to say in criticism of it. Mr. Danlop 
would have said more on the symptoms of navicular 
disease but he felt that his remarks perhaps did not bear 
directly on a paper on anatomy. 

Col. BLenkinsop wished to refer to one point in the 
paper. Prof. Craig gave them very minute measurements, 
taking the button on the small metacarpal bone as the 
int from which to measure. Now his experience had 

een that the length of the yr prey oe bone varies 
considerably, as well as the size of the’ button, in some 
horses; and he thought that was one thing that should 
be taken into account, that they could not satisfac- 
torily take measurements from a moving or varying 
bone like that. There was another matter. When he 
was at Woolwich some time ago he saw a great num- 
ber of neurectomies performed on cab horses and so 
on. They were done by a very clever pract.tioner—Mr., 
Reekie—who gave him a tai & he used for the opera- 
tion. He made a quarter of an inch incision and cut 
through the whole length of the skin. He noticed that 
people who did not perform the operation very often 
only cut a slanting incision—not right throngh from 
the top to the bottom. He cut a very smell incision 
and used a thin needle to pick up the connective 
tissue until the nerve was exposed ; passed down the 
needle until he got right on to the nerve and picked 
it up. When the nerve was freed from the con- 
nective tissue it sprung clean out, and they could get 
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it half an inch up from the skin by means of a strong 
forceps. An incision of only about quarter of an ine 
was left; he had tried the plan himself and had shown 
it to others; and by it there was very little blemishing. 
The needle he referred to was merely an ordinary 
needle partly blunted and slightly altered in shape. 
Prof. WooLpripGe would like to add a word of 
tribute to his colleague for his able paper which had en- 
tailed an enormous amount of work in its preparation— 
an amount of work that perhaps the majority of them 
hardly appreciated. When Prof. Craig told them that 
he had carefully examined and measured 84 nerves 
before he arrived at his conclusions it would be seen 
what an arduous undertaking he had performed. As 
regards the point raised by Col. Blenkinsop when he 
said that they could not take the “ button” as a_ point 
of measurement—well, Prof. Craig had taken 84 cases 
and had struck an average from that, and undoubtedly 
if there were variations they would have been noted. 
His measurements should enable them to find the nerve 
without much difficulty. Mr. Byrne had pointed out 
where he had met with a bad result by cutting the nerve 
above when the oblique nerve joined the outer one. It 
struck him that the cases where he himself had failed it 
had not been from operating in too high a position so 
much as getting below the point or bifurcation or tri- 
furgation of the plantar nerve. The nearer they got to 
the fetlock the more superficial the nerve was, and the 
easier it was tocut it. In the majority of cases when 
seg neurectomy he had cut about 1} to 2 inches 
elow the button of the splint, and on taking out the 
nerve he had sometimes seen the two branches ; in 
other cases he might only have got one branch and con- 
sequently, not completely enervated the foot. The 
measurement in the case of the fore-leg should be within 
1} or 14 inches from the button of the splint, but more 
latitude should be allowed in the case of the hind legs, 
anywhere within 2 inches. They should operate nearer 
the button in the foreleg than in the hind leg. There 
was one point Prof. Craig had not referred to—it was 
rather an error of omission—and that was as regarded 
the meeting of an artery on the outside of the limb. 
They knew that there was no metacarpal artery on the 
outside of the fore limb—-that it ran down the inner 
side; but it divided iuto two digital arteries, and they 
might come in contact with the outer digital artery if 
they operated too low. Under these circumstances, in a 
bad light or when in a hurry one might easily cut it. 
One must avoid being too careless because of the ab- 
sence of a metacarpal artery on the outer side. 

With regard to the second portion of the paper, tre- 
phining the sinuses, there was one point to which his 
attention was drawn which he thought was new, and it 
had not been referred to by any of the previous speak- 
ers, and that was the seat of operation in trephining the 
frontal sinus. Prof. Craig had pointed out a new 
method as far as he (the speaker) was concerned, he 
had not seen any magico record of it. In the paper he 
had pointed out the nature and the distribution of the 
frontal sinus. Th+re was an orifice between the frontal 
and the submaxillary sinuses some distance from the 
lowest point of the former, and there was a pocket about 
two inches deep below the orifice, so that pus cannot 
readily run out from that portion of the frontal sinus. 
In the majority of cases when they trephine the frontal 
sinus they got as near_as possible opposite the opening 
into the superior maxillary sinus. hen they irrigated 
the frontal sinus the liquid got from the frontal sinus 
into the other ; it did not go down into the pocket. In 
order to remedy that difticulty Prof. Craig suggests that 
it would be far better to open the frontal sinus much 
lower than we used to, so that the lower part of the 
pocket will be efficiently drained and the injections will 
pass up into the sinus and then through the opening 
into the superior maxillary sinus. His method of find- 


ing the seat of operation was also quite easy. He drew 


h|/an imaginary line from the inner canthus of the eye 


down to where the nasal bone is met by the nasal pro. 
cess of the premaxilla at a point 2} inches down and 
one inch towards the middle line, you cut into the fron- 
tal sinus at the lowest point. That was a matter of very 

reat importance asall of them knew. He thought that 
in that way the difficulty of getting the sinus thoroughly 
washed out was overcome. He thought they could not 
do bette: than record the very great thanks of the Asso- 
ciation for Prof. Craig’s instructive paper. 

Prof. O'Connor also wished to compliment his col 
league, Prof. Craig, for his excellent paper, which he 
thought was no ordinary paper. It was an original 
paper and not one written on the usual lines of a com- 
pilation from published works. The paper was founded 
on his own research, research which must have cost him 
a great deal of trouble. It was not a paper which could 
be written in a few hours or even in a few weeks, it 
must have taken a period extending over several 
months. Therefore he thought Prof. Craig deserved 
great credit indeed and the gratitude of the Association 
for the enthusiasm, industry, and energy he had shown 
in preparing his essay. It did not afford much ground 
for criticism, in fact it was perfect in minuteness and 
accuracy. 

One point which struck him as it had struck Colonel 
Blenkinsop, was that the position of the button of the 
splint bone might vary, but seeing that Professor Craig 
had made measurements in so many cases he thoughit 
his information must be reliable. He had generally per- 
formed the operation about opposite the button of the 
splint bone and always got the desired effect, and he 
thought that Prof. Craig’s remarks would permit of its 
being done in this position in most cases, 

As regards the amount of nerve to be taken out, he 
read some time ago Prof. Nocard’s views on plantar 
neurectomy, in which he said that not more than } inch 
of the nerve should be removed, and that upon this de- 
a to a great extent the success of the operation, 

ecause when only this amount of nerve was excised it 
could regenerate itself and supply sufticient innervation 
to the foot to prevent its sloughing without causing a 
recurrence of the lameness. Acting on his principle be 
had operated on hundreds of cases with sian mee results. 
Prof. Craig rightly says that there is no named artery 
on the outside of the fore limb accompanying the plat 
tar nerve. He however found from experience that an 
unnamed artery might be met with there. 

A short time ago he operated on the outside of the 
fore limb of a horse in the standing position, and _as the 
animal got fidgety he cut the nerve withont cleaning 
it from surrounding tissue, not expecting any bleeding, 
but considerable hemorrhage ensued which made the 
operation look rather dirty. ae 

He had to congratulate Prof. Craig on bringing for 
ward this new operation for getting thorough drainag? 
from the frontal sinus, but even in bad cases of pus!” 
the sinuses they often got complete cure without this 
dependant orifice. Not long ago a horse was brougit 
into the clinique with a profuse offensive discharge fr! 
the right nostrils, and a swelling of the nasal bones, and 
making a loud respiratory noise, in fact showing syMl’ 
toms of malignant disease of the nose. On_ opens 
into the right nasal cavity the 5th upper molar 
was found embedded there, with an accumulation of 100 
smelling food material behind it. He extracted ou 
tooth, trephined the frontal and superior maxll/a" 
sinuses, and cleared them of the decompos a 
material with which they were packed. He then od 
ged the vacant alveolus with gutta-percha and alter 
irrigating the sinuses daily with antiseptic for about tires 
weeks the horse made a perfect recovery. ad had 

Mr. WINTER said it was some time since he h tomy 
an opportunity of doing much in the way of neuro 
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—in fact, he had only had one case in the last three 
years. He did not think the button of the splint bone 
was always a safe guide to go by, because in different 
breeds of horses he had known its position to vary rela- 
tively two or three inches. He found that in old diseased 
legs—tired and blistered a good deal, the position of the 
nerve varies very greatly ; and they might get the artery 
and nerve in totally unexpected positions. Still, he 
could not for the life of him understand how any skilled 
individual could get an artery and mistake it for a nerve. 
There onght to be pulsation in the artery if there was 
any blood ; and the feel of the two tissues was quite 
different. Even though the animal was under chloro- 
form or cocaine it would flinch when you grip the 
nerve with the forceps ; his experience was that it 
would—he had noticed it hundreds of times. He could 
not understand a skilled practitioner having any difti- 
culty in that particular matter. 

As regards operating-—-the actual operation was not 
the real difficulty : the thing really was to know when 
you had got a fit subject. The operation itself was a 
simple one. 

As to trephining the frontal sinus—-he liked to get 
into it from the superior maxillary. They were bound 
to get drainage : they were bound to get to the bottom 
of the pocket ; and the syringing could be done just as 
well. He had done two cases recently operating from 
the snperior maxillary. Unfortunately he had been 
unable to attend the previous meeting and hear the 
paper read; but he would like to add his quota of 
thanks to Prof. Craig for his interesting description. 

Mr. HoLianp asked if in Mr. Winter’s cases he im- 
mersed the horse’s foot in cold water in performing 
neurectomy ; and wanted to know how he could feel 
pulsation in an artery if the blood was stopped. 

Mr. Winter was taking it for granted that there was 
an anesthetic administered. He rather was trying to 
draw a distinction between the feel of an artery and the 
feel of a nerve. 

Mr. Heptey had very great pleasure in supporting 
the vote of thanks to Prof. Craig. He had great sym- 
pathy for him on the evening he delivered his paper, 

cause the reading of it had to be pressed into a very 
short space of time, and he had not «n opportunity of 
doing it justice. On that occasion he had not been able 
to read the whole of the paper ; and he thought with all 
due respect to Prof Craig that he might perhaps have 
managed matters a little better having regard to the 
short time allowed to him by leaving the :eading of the 
paper to one side and entering more fully into the 
“emonstration with the sketches and lantern. The paper 
itself could be pernsed leisurely when printed in their 
pamphlet, and they could have had the benetit of a full 
Pictorial description. It was not always easy to follow 
in anatomical lecture when there was nothing tangible 
specimens or illustrations to assist in eluci- 
| Various points described. As they no doubt 
mel fe y aware, his official calling did not require him 

a many operations—not for several years, and 
p Wty not again in the future ; and he should 

erg admit that he could not follow sonie of Prof. 

at he ge tions during the reading of the paper. 
the varions dele tan, _ thrown on the screen and 

ro pt tails brought out he could identify what 
sections and any a time before both in performing dis- 
nope — attending operations during the time he 
of his su t,t Private practice and during the period 

ilage at College. 
(Mr. McKenny) said he joined with 
the a speakers in returning thanks to Prof. Craig. 
meetings for were not assembled at these 
the object--in purpose of praising each other, 
member « he speaker’s opinion—was that each 
er should give his individ l view the vari 

matters submitted fora viduol views on the various 
or discussion, and of course, in doing 


| 


| he operated upon them with good results. 


so, criticise the statements made, so that scientific 
knowledge end practical facts instead of clashing—as 
they were sometimes made to appear—would be har- 
moniously blended for their benefit and that of their 
clients and patients. With this object in view, he 
found fault with some of the inferences to be drawn 
from the statements made by Prof. Craig. For example, 
he stated “In the practice of Surgery, one cannot be- 
come too familisr with the operation areas, the struc- 
tures to be found in them, their relations, and the varia- 
tions in the position of these structures which not in- 
frequently occur, this knowledge must needs be one of 
the qualiflations of a good surgeon.” Both he and Prof. 
Craig agreed that a good surgeon should know his 
anatomy, but it appeared to him (the President) that 
they differed as regards the application of the knowledge 
possessed by the surgeon. It appeared to him that 
Prof. Craig considered the knowledge of anatomy to be 
the one thing requisite, whereas in the speaker’s opinion 
agood surgeon made use of his anatomy prior to the 
operation, and having determined upon his modus 
operandi, for the time being forgets all about the re- 
lationship and position of structures, etc., his time being 
fully ocecupied in carrying out his preconceived ideas 
regarding the operation. ‘To his (the speaker’s) mind, 
this gives the surgeon confidence in himself and per- 
mits him to use whatever dexterity he may possess, 
whereas if during an operation the surgeon was study- 
ing the anatomy of the parts, the operation would be- 
come tedious, and should the relative p sition of the 
parts strike him as abnormal, either curiosity or “ funk ” 
would get hold of him with most unsatisfactory results. 
To illustrate the foregoing, the President related a case 
which he had heard of—a country doctor, who kept an 
Apothecary’s shop, had a very smart apprentice; one 
of the doctor’s patient’s—an old lady—-was suffering 
from cateracts, and a specialist came from London to 
operate upon her: the apprentice witnessed the opera- 
tion and considered it a very simple matter, but hear- 
ing that it was a most delicate and and critical opera- 
tion he was anxious to see it performed again, and (as 
often happened) several of the doctor’s patients hearing 
of the successfulness of the operation on the old lady, 
had the same oculist down again to operate npon their 
own eyes, and on each occasion the apprentice was 
present and saw the operation and became so fascinated 
with it that he purchased all the necessary instruments 
and apparatus. He next commenced to question the 
customers regarding their sight, be was soon rewarded 
by discovering one suffering from a cateract, and pro- 
posed to operate on it, and said it was very easy to 
do; he was granted permission and successfully accom- 
plished the operation, in like fashion to the first 
operation referred to. Several persons came to him, and 
However, to 
the doctors consternation, he learned of the lad’s 
audacity, ind on questioning him could not believe the 
truth of his s'atements, but was compelled to believe 
when the lad told him that an old woman was in the 
shop and wanted him to operate upon a cataract in 
one of her eyes, and asked the doctor if he would 
like to see him do it ; he consented, and was much sur- 
prised at what he witnessed. The doctor wrote to the 
oculist telling him of the foregoing facts, and received 
an answer stating that he could not have believed that 
the lad could perform the operation only that the doctor 
had stated he had witnessed it ;he added he would come 
down from London to see the lad operating the next 
occasion on Which he would do so ; soon af‘erwards it 
was arranged, and the oculist was astonished. As the 
young man was goud-mannered, respectable and well- 
educated, but poor, the oculist took a fancy to him and 
made arrangements to put him through College, expect- 
ing he would become one of the greatest oculists. The 
young fellow studied hard for some time, making the 
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anatomy of the eye his special study, and was then 
called upon by the oculist to operate on a cataract, but 
to the astonishment of all who had come—on the ocu- 
list’s invitation—to witness this brilliant operator, the 

oung man refused to operate, stating that when he was 
ignorant of the delicacy of the structures in connection 
with the operation he merely imitated his benefactor, 
but now that he knew the anatomy of the parts, he was 
so nervous he could not attempt to operate. The Pre- 
sident went on to say that this stury might or might not 
be true, but a good surgeon must try to forget at the 
moment of operation everything else, and concentrate 
his thoughts on the immediate work he has to accom- 
plish. Anatomy, the speaker added, was a magnificent 
study, but it was not the men who wrote the best books 
upon Anatomy who were the best oy crators. A good 
operator required much more than a knowledge of 
anatomy ; some held it to be a special gift. 

The President then drew attention to a few passages 
from Prof. Craig’s paper, which went to show that the 
position of certain structures were subject occasionally 
to variations from their usual position. Speaking of the 
digital artery, Prof. Craig said “ occasionally this artery 
places itself at first in front of the vein,” and a little 
further on mentioned that the “ posterior digital branch 
can be rolled under the finger, and in some cases by this 
means the nerve, which is the more posterior, can be 
traced as far upwards as the button of the splint bone, 
but above this point the nerve or artery cannot usually 
be felt on manipulation,” he also told them that “ some 
tomes the plantar nerve is crossed superficially by a small 
vein passing from near the ergot to join the metacarpal 
vein a little below the level of the button of the splint 
bone,” and again he informed them that “the anterior 
digital nerve passes at once forward and downward from 
its point of origin over the digital artery and vein, 
occasionally under the vein. From the foregoing, Mr. 
McKenny continued, it could be readily understood one 
too highly strung by the possession of such knowledge 
would hesitate at each incision, groping, as it were, not 
knowing what changes in the position of structures he 
might find, but such was not the case with a good sur- 
geon whom anatomists style “a bold operator.” Indeed 
no doubt some might call him a reckless surgeon, but 
his success stamped him as an expert in his art. The 
fact was that a good operator knew his anatomy from a 
surgeon’s point of view, and he took it for granted that 
all structures should be in their usual position in a 
healthy patient, but at the same time he was well pre- 
pared for various changes which might take place in the 
alteration of structures in the vicinity of diseased 
tissues, and toa considerable extent from his examina- 
tion of the parts previous to operation, anticipated 
various contingencies likely to arise ; but should the 
accidental cutting of a misplaced artery seriously discon- 

cert him, he should give up operating. 

Prof, Craig had minutely pointed out the situation he 
considered the most advisable for performing neurec- 
tomy, but he gave them the following caution, viz. :— 
“One must avoid the metacarpal vein, digital artery, 
sesamoidean sheath, and sometimes the small vein which 
passes from the ergot over the plantar nerve to join the 
metacarpal vein on its own side. If the operation be 
done a little higher up on the inner side, just above the 
button of the splint bone, then one must be careful of 
the internal metacarpal vein and the large metacaryal 
artery.” The speaker was of the opinion that the opera- 
tion could be performed much more readily and with 
less danger on the upper two-thirds of the leg ; there 
the many dangers and changes in the relative position of 
structures which occurred in the place selected by Prof. 
Craig were avoided ; the artery could easily be felt run- 
ning close to the flexor tendons, a good clean incis on 
about an inch and a quarter long beside the artery fre- 


quently brought into view the artery and nerve, but at’ 


this point of the operation in order to distinguish be- 
tween the artery and the nerve, most of them looked for 
the characteristic differences, such as the throbbing of 
the artery, and the sensitiveness of the nerve. There 
was, comparatively speaking, no necessity for any such 
knowledge if they carried out the following instructions: 
Pass a blunt, narrow-pointed instrument—-one similar to 
that shown by Col. Blenkinsop—(he himself used an 
ordinary packing needle) with a little pressure trans- 
versely across the wound and put it under the most re. 
sisting movable stracture, wall it upwards and pass the 
instrument backwards and forwards parallel with the 
wound, this will free the object from other structures: 
then remove the instrument, and if it is the nerve it will 
remain in the same same position, that is curved up, the 
artery and vein will recede. Of course their knowledge 
of the structures explained how the foregoing occurred. 
This mechanical procedure of testing not only rendered 
it impossible to mistake the artery for the nerve, but 
also facilitated the operator and saved much groping, 
and consequ ntly gave the wound a better opportunity 
to heal welland quickly. He (the President) did not 
consider a small incision advisable, as there was more 
difticulty in finding the nerve, greater local destruction 
of tissue, and in fact it partock of a contnsed, pune- 
tured wound instead of a clean, incised One, and there 
fore left a tibrous deposit deleterionsly affecting the cut 
ends of the nerve. In the low operation, Prof. Craig 
spoke of the transverse ligament (ligament of the ergot), 
and said that to avoid it he advised the incision to be 
made above it, whereas he (Mr. McKenny) was always 
delighted when he cut right down on to it, as it was a 
certain landmark under which was the nerve. They 
might with the greatest impunity cut the ligament 
across, and there they would find the nerve. In old-stand- 
ing cases of navicular disease, frequently adhesion 
occurred above the ligament, but he (the speaker) had 
never found it occurring under the ligament. 

With reference to what Mr. Winter had told them— 
that he could not understand how anyone contd mistake 
a nerve for an artery; well, one thing was certain, most 
of them could understand it—a great many did make 
the mistake. He (the speaker) had seen the late Pro 
fessor Ferguson cut the whole four arteries. He (Mr 
McKenny) was happy to say that he had not made the 
mistake of cutting the artery instead of the nerve, but 
he believed that such was due to the fact that he usel 
the precautions referred to above. Mr. McKenny col- 
cluded by stating that he was convinced that to be@ 
good surgeon one should have a natural gift for it, al 
that without this no amount of anatomical knowleds? 
could make aclumsy man dexterous, a tedious one ¢ 
pert, a non-mechanical one inventive, or a vacillating 
man resolute. 

Prof. Craig said first of'all he wished to thank Mr 
Byrne for the very kind, even flattering, remarks whi! 
he used in opening the discussion, and also to expr 
thanks for the very kind things which were said by 
some others who followed him. He only hoped a 
gards the case in which Mr. Byrne had failed to ae 
high plantar neurectomy with’ successful results, that 
would be more fortunate in future by adopting the gu 
lines which he had suggested. : hat 

With regard to the remarks of Col. Blenkinsop tt 
the position of the buttonof the small metacarpal bo" 
varies considerably. Prof. Wooldridge had been gor 


enough to reply for him in that respect, and he no 
only refer Col. Blenkinsop to what he said in ene 


in regard to other constant points which were a 
guide lines in this operation—the most prominet to 
of the fetlock and the sesamoid bones. but, 
said, there were points which could not be ony 
taken in the undissected limb, and therefore YU". 
not go by them in making your incision. wie : 
carpal bones varied in their length and the buttons 
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n their position it could not be to a very great extent, 
We because he had noted from them the point of termina- 

Weetion of the plantar nerves and the points of junction of 
Wthe detachment of the oblique branch of the plantar 
Wnerve, and still the variations were not very great—they 
ere such that a useful average could be taken. He 
accordingly assumed the position of the button of the 
splint bone to be a constant point so far as was necessar 
Mto make the operation effective, so as to remove all 
Msensation from the limb below the fetlock joint. Col. 
WHelenkinsop had also recommended a method of opera- 

Wting in which a small incision was made. The only 

@ objection he could see to that was that in some cases at 
pany rate the branches of the nerve would not be cut. If 
Mthey made an incision above the oblique branch the 
Msensation would be carried to the lower part of the 
linb, and the operation could not be as effective as it 
might otherwise be. 

Next Prof. Wooldridge, who, of course, had done him 
a good turn by replying to Col. Blenkinsop. He also 
® gave cases in which he had performed too * and he 
had accused him of an error of omission as regards the 
absence of an artery on the outer side of the fore limb. 
Well, if he read what he had said on the matter he 
= thought he would find he had no case. In the operations 
he has done which were too low it bad been the digital 
artery he had met, and that artery would not be found 
either in connection with the outer or inner side of the 
fetlock at the point which he referred to in the opera- 
tion for high plantar neurectomy. 

_Prof. O’Connor noted that on the outer side of the 
hind limb he recommended the removal of 1} inches of 
the nerve. The reason he did that was on account of 
the fact that the oblique branch joins the external plan- 
tar nerve very low down, and there is a greater amount 
of variation in the point of detachment of the branches 
of the plantar nerve in the case of this side of the hind 
limb. In one extreme case he had examined the exter- 
nal plantar nerve divided } inch below the button of the 
splint bone ; in another case—an extreme case—-the 
oblique branch joined the external plantar nerve 1} 
inches below the button of the splint bone ; in order to 
include these cases he recommended the removal of the 
herve between those two points. He stated as an objec- 
tion to the removal of sucha large part of the nerve that 
sloughing was likely to follow, and he supported his 
statement by evidence given by Nocard. That was only 
* inatter of opinion. He believed that Nocard had not 
lad a very extensive practice in removing such a large 
portion of the nerve, and therefore was not in such a 
position to state whether sloughing occurred more fre- 
(ently with the removal of a small portion of the 
oe or the removal of a large portion, such as 1} 
cor He referred also to a small branch of an artery 
the outer side of the fore limb. With re 
would suggest that the branch he had 
Scan a ranch of the digital artery and that the 
performed rather low down. Next, in 
~ aa believed that the original openings did 
operations’ in some cases. He did not say that the 
he performed always turned out well, 
protracted fe t that ina large proportion recovery was 
‘several weeks, and he believed that in 
pocketed S this was due to the fact that irritant matters 
me a Within the frontal sinus. That being so he 
Was at the | that the best place at which to trephine 
Operator extremity of the sinus, or as one 
. recommends, a little below the nasal canthus 
and breaking down the turbi a lee 8, 
Into the nasal cavit I urbinate ne so as to open 
amount of bleed; ity. In such a case there was a fair 

‘ding because the mucous membrane in 
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other point which could be of any service was put 
cl oy by these gentlemen as a guiding line for the 
operation, and from his experience the objection to 
other points to be taken as guides were very much 
greater than those which could be urged against the 
button of the splint bone. Mr. Winter also thought that 
anesthesia, either locally by cocaine or generally by 
chloroform, was not sufficient to remove sensation ean 
the plantar nerves. Well, all he had got to say in reply 
was that if the sensation was not removed from the 
nerves the chloroform was not given properly or the 
cocaine had not acted properly. In speaking of the 
frontal sinuses he noted that they got complete drainage 
by opening into the a maxillary sinus. If they 
studied the sinuses a little more carefully they would 
find that such was not the case. Perhaps it would be 
well to give him a print he had there showing the 
frontal sinuses, and he would notice that the opening 
into the superior maxillary sinus is placed about 24 
inches above the lower extremity of the frontal sinus, 
and on that account complete drainage on opening into 
the superior maxillary sinus could not be obtained. 

Mr. Winter said he had suggested making an open- 
ing ; he did not refer to the existing opening. 

Prof. Cratc said a little below the opening from the 
frontal sinns into the superior maxillary sinus the parti- 
tion was thin ; but if you pass to the lower extremity 
there was the nasal cavity between the two sinuses, 

With reference to the fault Mr. Hedley had found 
with the way he arranged matters he might explain that 
he had intended giving them a good demonstration 
after reading the paper, but unfortunately it had to be 
hurried owing to pressure of time ; he would have liked 
to have spent a good deal more time over it than was 
spent over the paper itself, but unfortunately time did 
not permit. 

Now he came to the remarks of their worthy Presi- 
dent. He criticised the uses of anatomy in surgery, and 
he began by relating some cases in human surgery where 
evidently a man who was altogether ignorant of anatomy 
performed some very remarkable operations for cataract 
with most wonderful results ; but that after learning 
anatomy he was of no use because he became so nervous 
before the operation. Well, he should fancy that if his 
knowledge of anatomy rendered him so nervous he was 
absolutely useless to begin with ; and he should like a 
little more definite information on the subject before he 
could accept the case quoted by the President as 
authentic. Mr. McKenny said anatomy was very good 
in its way, but he had known some very good anato- 
mists who were not expert surgeons. He had no doubt 
of that, because dexterity was one possession of the good 
surgeon, and it was not one which was in the possession 
of every man who might have a splendid knowledge of 
anatomy. But he went on to say that variation inter- 
fered with the use of the surgeon’s knife. 

(Mr. McKenny : No, no, I never said that.) He re- 
ferred to the variations which he (Prof. Craig) had 
pointed out in connection with the course of the 
plantar nerves—such as the small vein: which passes 
upwards from behind the fetlock joint, sometimes met 
with in the operation of high plantar neurectomy, the 
small variations in the course of the digital artery, and 
the position of a small unnamed artery which is some- 
times in front of the plantar nerve and sometimes be- 
hind. Now if they were going to operate for high 
plantar neurectomy the only one of those variations 
which was to be found is that with regard to the small 
vein, and that was not of very great importance. He 
certainly thought a man who had a knowledge of anat- 
omy would be more inclined to be bolder in his in- 
cisions, and much freer in the use of the knife than one 
who did not possess such a knowledge; the former knew 
exactly where he had made his incision and what dangers 
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arteries, referred to by Mr. McKenny, were of course 
liable to be made by anyone, especially in the winter 
when the light was bad. He was very glad to hear 
of his plan for distinguishing a nerve from an artery, 
because sometimes even the most expert operators with 
a dull light are inclined to moo te the two—more 
especially in an operation where an anesthetic has been 
administered, either local or general. Mr. McKenny had 
expressed his approval of a good big incision; in some 
ways that was to be recommended so that the operation 
might not be a groping one. In making a small incision 
the tissues are apt to be bruised and then the wound 
may not heal by first intention--and that ought to be 
the object of every good surgeon—and the result might 
be a very evident scar. 

So far as he remembered that wasall the criticism he 
had to reply to; and again he wished to thank them for 
the very kind reception they had given to his paper. 

Mr. CarGiL. Parrick, of Mullingar, Secretary of the 
Conjoint Committee of the two Irish Veterinary Associa- 
tions, read the following communication : 


“ Department of Agriculture and Technical instruction 
for Ireland (Veterinary Branch). 
13 Upper Merrion Street, Dublin. 
Sept. 19, 1905. 


Duties of Veterinary Inspectors of Local Authoritiese 


Sir,--I am directed by the Department of Agriculture 
and Technical Instruction for deed to acknowledge 
the receipt of your communication of the 7th instant, 
and to express regret that your previous letter of 15th 
April last on the above subject, having been inadver- 
tently overlooked, has remained unanswered. 

“ For the information desired by your Association as 
to the scope of the above duties, I am to refer them to 
the Diseases of Animals Acts of 1894 to 1903, and the 
several orders in force thereunder in Ireland, in par- 
— to the officers of local authorities (Ireland) Order 
of 1899. 

“It may be added that the Diseases of Animals Act, 
1903, ee since the order last specified was issued, 
is, with the earlier Diseases of Animals’ Act, 1896, to be 
construed as one with the parent Act of 1894. 

“Tam, Sir, your obedient servant, 


“(Signed)  R. Canrret, 
“ W. Cargill Patrick, Esq., Mullingar.” 
SPECIMENS. 


Capt. W. A. Pallin, A.V.D., exhibited the following 
specimens :— 

I. Fracture of the Lumbar Vertebrae.—This case was 
reported by me in the Veterinary Journal for May, 
1905. The injury was caused by a fall over a bank 
while jumping. The animal turned a complete somer- 
sault and landed on the croup. The case walked home 
about three miles and remained standing until the third 
day, when he suddenly dropped and became paralysed. 

I. Fracture, Radius. This case was also reported 
in the Veterinary Journal for last May. The specimen 
shows a compou d comminuted fracture of the right 
radius—the result of a kick. 

If]. Fracsure, Tibia.—The result of a lance wound. 
The lance and a portion of the shaft went right through 
the leg from before backwards. The fracture could not 
be felt at first, and case made fairly satisfactory pro- 
gress for about three weeks, but had to be destroyed 
after about a month’s treatment. 

IV. Ostitis near hind pastern bones, resulting from 
a fracture of the os suffraginis. Original injury 7th 
ee 1905. Case destroyed 13th November, 1905. 

. Descent of the Pedal Bone. Off hind foot— 
the result of the constant ae and injury to the 


Mr. HEDLEY proposed, and Mr. Winter seconded ; 
vote of thanks to Capt. Pallin, which was ¢ rrie( 
unanimously. 

Prof.WooLDRIDGE proposed, and Prof. seconded 
a vote of thanks to the President (Mr. McKenny), which 
was carried with acclamation. 

The meeting then terminated. 


Royal College of 
Veterinary Surgeons 


At the recent examinations held in Dublin in con- 
nection with the Royal Veterinary College of Ive. 
land, the following gentlemen passed their Finil 
Examination :— 


Mr. Gerald Barry Mr. E. P. Hearne 
C. J. Clibborn W. A. King 


The following gentleman passed his Third Exani- 


ation : 
W. Prendergast 


The following passed their Second Examination: 
Mr. H. Ballesty Mr. J. MeCormack * 


J. Doyle T. D. Taylor 
A. F. Good C. Tracy 
B. Hickey * R. C. Wheeler 


J.J. Hilliard S. H. Power 


D. Kehoe 


The following passed their First Examination: 
Mr. M. Cunningham Mr. A. V. Meeke 


M. Darby M. F. O'Sullivan 
J. Dodd J. H. Peard 
W. F. Gill J. Plunkett 


Fintay Kerr, 
Secretury to the Board of Examiners in Irelant. 


Marked thus * passed with 2nd Class Honours. 


Diphtheria carried by Cats, 


The bacteriologist for the burgh of Govan, Dr. W. 6. 
Barras, has issued an interesting report on the result y 
his investigations into the possibility of the infection 
diphtheria being carried by the lower animals, expec d 
cats. Two cats were taken to the laboratory where %™ 
thrcats were examined. -Micro-organisis 
throat were cultivated on artificial media outside 
body and were found to correspond in every re had 
those of the human subject. In one case the 
been in the habit of sleeping in the same bed — 

tient ; in the other the child had been carryis 
arms and kissing it, as children frequently 
domestic pets. As both 
to the children becoming affected, infection 1s ~~ 2 
to have been carried in this way, and it is per “ | a 
sonable to suppose that similar instances of 
or unrecognised attacks of disease among the rence 
mals have materially contributed to the a se sted 
diphtheria. Of five cases of diphtheria recent'y 
in Govan three patients came from two — ent 
in adjoining properties and two from a house I clos 
ment directly oposite. _In the suescribed area ms at 
the back court of these buildings there had, a of the 
ert which had eventually obtained a home 0 pot fonnd 
families affected. The animal, when examined, ¥ the es 
to be suffering from post-diptheritic paralysis 


cats had been ailing pre 


other limb—as seen in specimen I 
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DISEASES OF ANIMALS ACTS 1894 to 1903. SUMMARY OF RETURNS. 


Foot- Glanders Rabies. Sh 
Anthrax. | and-Mouth | (including Cases cep] Swine Fever. 
Period. Disease. Farcy) Confirmed. | Scab. 
Out-| Ani- | Out- | Ani- | Out- | Ani- Out-| Out- | Slaugh- 
breaks} mals mals. |breaks| mals. Dogs. Other breaks. | tered * 
| 
Gr.BRITAIN. Week ended Dec. 30] 17 | 25] . | 29| 44] . | 260 15 59 
1904 .. 25 26 21 30 53 13 36 
Jorresponding week in 1903 ..] 19 24] . 24 44}. 78 21 105 
1902 .. | 12 16 17 27' . 84 27 186 
Total for 52 weeks, 1905 es -. | 967 | 1333 ° 1209 2062 oe oe 919 817 3876 
1904 .. 11023 1533 1507 2628 ee 1367 1188 5566 
Corresponding period in {1903 .. | 767 | 11438 -- | 1456 24997 .. 1792] 1478 7933 
1902 6738 1032 i 120 71155 2040 13 12 1632 1688 8263 
Board of Agriculture and Fisheries, Jan. ?. 1906. 
IRELAND. Week ended Dec. 23] .. | 7 | 
1904 .. es oe 10 os 19 
Corresponding Week in { 1903 .. 1 1 36 2 196 
1902... ee 21 2 23 
Total for 51 weeks, 1905 4 4 29 100 | 319 | 48 1416 
1904 4 7 11 34 446 181 4134 
Corresponding period in 1903 4 11 t 6 2 os 612 172 4304 
1902 . on 10 43 oe] 584 166 3162 
Epizootic Lymphangitis, Jan. % cases; Feb. 2; Mar. 10: May, 1; June, 7: July, 2: Week ending Sept.9, 1: Total 25 


Nor 


Department of Agriculture and Technical Instruction for Ireland, (Castle Street), Dublin, Dec. 28, 1905, 
t.—The figures for the Current Year are approximate only. 


* As Diseased or Exposed to Infection. 


Gross Cruelty to Horses—Imprisonment. 


‘a Gosport, on Dec. 29, George Adams, a local farmer, 

fe larged with ill-treating and torturing seven horses. 
on, Nas Stated that the animals had been turned out tu 
for by suing November on land that was really laid up 
it Th he purposes, and had no herbage whatever upon 
terribl e aes, when visited by the inspector, were in a 
officer’, and poor condition, _and after an 
to Rites > Royal Society for the Prevention of Cruelty 
round the * ry given them some hay they followed him 
lorses — eld for more. Four days later two of the 
od found dead with their throats horribly 
had gen ree, and defendant explained that as one 
throat, € down” he got one of the men to cut its 
fll eaaant was found “ Guilty” and sentenced to the 
months hard labour. Admiral Field, 
no less thet (ic, Beneh, stated that defendant had paid 

. Ss that £134 in penalties at that court, over £80 


Lloyd's cruelty. Notice of appeal was given.—- 


Personal. 


and the head of the 
undertaking of which carries out the great 
the poor of Card roiaing a hot dinner for the whole of 


ay: t their i 
again satisfa ctorily coped own own homes, which was 


ie leg 


with on Christmas Day. This 


£50. 


was the twentieth annual dinner, which has been given 
in this way, and very few of the public outside the pro- 
moters of the charity have any conception of the magni- 
tude of the task to which Mr. Bell and his helpers set 
their hands every year.--Hast Cumberland News. 


Mr. Joun Connocutg, M.R.C.V.S., Ayton, was ap- 
‘parepon at a meeting of Berwickshire County Council 
ast week veterinary inspector, under the Diseases of 
Animals Act, for the county, in room of his father, Mr. 
Jame: Connochie, V.S., who has retired, after forty 
years’ service in that capacity.—V.3.A. 


Mr. Josepn Atpert of Holnicote, Heavi- 
tree road, Exeter, J.P., and of the Exeter Horse Reposi- 
tory, 79 and 84a, Paris street, Exeter, veterinary sur- 
geon, who died on the 17th October last, left estate 
valned at £18,223 6s. 8d. gross, of which £12,626 4s. 5d. 
is net personality. Probate of his will, dated 10th 
October, 1905, has been granted to his widow, Mrs, 
Sarah Collings, Mr. Thomas Olver, of Truro, veterinary 
surgeon; Mr. Edwin Anthony Luke, of Fenchureh 
street, London, jeweller; and Mr. Joseph Gould, of 
Exeter, accountant ; to each of whom he bequeathed 
To his wife he left a legacy of £500, bis personal 
apparel and ornaments, and the use of bis residence and 
its effects and an annuity of £600 for life. Subject to 
her interest, he left his residuary estate to his children, 
Mrs. Emily Hoyle, Mrs. Gertrude Payne, Mr. Barton 
Ireland Collings, Mr. Reginald John Collings, and Mr, 
Joseph Chamberlayne Collings. 
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OBITUARY. 
ALEXAXDER 8S. McArtuur, M.R.C.V.S., Prince’s St., 
Perth ‘ Graduated, New Edin: April, 1885. 


{In our notice of the death last week, taken from one of 
the Scotch papers, the name was incorrectly given as Mac- 
Alister. } 


Mr. M’Arthur died on Monday, Dee. 25, after a few 
days’ illness, at the age of forty-two years. He was ex- 
ceedingly well known among Perthshire agriculturists, 
and asa breaker of horses he was noted throughout a 
wide district. Mr. M’Arthur, who was the son of Mr. 
Peter M’Arthur, wine merchant, Perth, was married, and 
is survived by a wife and one daughter. His untimely 
death will be deeply regretted by alarze circle of friends 
and acquaintances. 


Marriott.— On December 20, at Pretoria, S.A., 
‘rie the dearly-loved wife of Major T. Marriott, 


Crowunurst.—On Saturday, Dec. 30th, 1905, Eliza, 
wife of Mr. E. G. Crowhurst, F.R C.V.S., Leamington, 
second daughter of Wm. Coleman, Esq., State House, 
Sutton, aged 73 years. 


CORRESPONDENCE. 


PARLIAMENTARY REPRESENTATION. 
ir, 

I am at a loss to understand how your correspondent 
‘* Crusty ’’ can characterise my communication on this sub- 
ject as “ seductive ’’ or a *‘ dodge.’’ I fail to see that ‘‘ yes ”’ 
means anything more or less than that those who answer 
in the affirmative are in favour of the profession being re- 
presented in Parliament, I am neither ‘‘ behind the scenes ’’ 
nor ‘‘in the swim,’’ but I assume that the meeting to be 
held on January 19 is to ascertain whether the profession 
is in favour of or against the movement. What the next 
step may be I know not, but can confidently leave it in 
better hands. 

We sympathise with the poor delegate who can say neither 
‘*yes’’ nor ‘* no,’’ and if ‘‘ Crusty ’’ is one he will not be 
able to explain those “ molehills’’’ which he has converted 
into the Himalaya. Not so with the stalwart Scotchman, 
who is ready to sacrifice everything, eren his profession, for 
that blue, blue idol so dear to him. 

We agree with ‘‘ Crusty’? that the younger men of the 
profession must put their ‘‘shoulder to the wheel’’ and 
they will carry the day; and whilst we cannot claim to 
be in that list, still we are prepared to support any 
scheme by which the profession will be directly represented 
in Parliament ; and we can trust them to see that “ Crusty’s ”’ 
ideal representative is not selected ‘‘ who is promiscuous 
with his aspirates and uncertain in his grammar.,”’ 

We must take exception to ‘‘Crusty’s’’ sneer at Mr, 
Fraser. Let us give ‘‘ honour to whom honour is due.’’ 

We do not think Parliamentary representation is the 
only means of safeguarding our interests, but it certainly 
is, the best. Space and time forbid, or several instances 
could be given where the presence of veterinary surgeons 
on municipal councils have had far-reaching effects for 
~ and so it would be with a representative in Parlia- 
ment. 

Has ‘‘Crusty’’ observed the undercurrent at work, to 
have dairies inspected, and fat cattle examined before and 
after slaughter, etc. We are sure he believes the only per- 
son qualified to perform these duties is an M.R.C.V.S., and 
would he tell us whether or not he thinks our interests in 
this matter would be more likely to be safeguarded by a 
Parliamentary representative or by the slow and tortuous 
course of petition or deputation ?— Yours, ete. 


E.K.H. 
Dec. 29th, 1905. 


Sir, 

I have followed the discussion upon the above subjeci 
with great interest, and am unable to find any clue of the 
scheme (if there is one) which is to be laid before the mee. 
ing of delegates and others at Manchester on the 19th of 
January. 

Taking a hint from Mr. J. S. Lloyd’s letter in the issue 
of The Veterinary Record of 21st October, 1905, in which he 
advocates veterinary combination, I venture to send you my 
ideas of a preliminary basis upon which I think could lk 
built a powerful organisation, viz., the forraa‘ion of— 


The Parliamentary Union of the Veterinary Medical 
Associations of Great Britain and Ireland. 


The Object of the Union.—The return of a veterinary sur- 
geon to the House of Commons. 

Rule 1.—The Union shall consist of a President, two vice- 
presidents, a treasurer, a secretary, and a representative 
committee. 

2. That the committee shall consist of representatives 
from each of the veterinary medical associations of Great 
Britain and Ireland. Seven members to form a quorum. 

38. At least four meetings of the Union shall be holden 
each year; one meeting shall be holden in each month o 
January, April, July, and October, at such time and place 
as may be from time to time appointed. 

4. That the meetings of the Union shall be convened by 
circular; the secretary giving at least four clear days’ 
notice. 

5. That each veterinary medical association shall con- 
tribute annually the sum of twenty pounds to the funds d 
the Union. 

6. That any veterinary surgeon who is desirous of co 
tributing to the funds of the Union, may do so eithet 
through a local veterinary medical association, or he may 
remit directly to the treasurer of the Union. 

7. That the treasurer shall furnish annually to each 
member of the Union a printed statement of the Unions 
financial condition, the same having been duly audited. 

8. That a copy of the annual balance sheet shall be pub- 
lished in the weekly professional journals. , 

9. That the selection of a prospective Parliamentaly 
candidate shall be decided by ballot. 

10. That the Union has power to add to the number 
its rules in order to advance the object of the Union— 


Yours faithfully, 
** CORRIGIBLE. 


SIMMONDS V. SHEATHER. 
Sir, 

Mr. Spencer’s suggestion in your issue of Decem® sat 
is a most excellent one, but he is wrong in proposins - 
the result of the post-mortem examination, should a. it 
place, should be known only to subscribers towar reals 
Were such a course adopted, it might be ill natu - 
ascribed to a desire to protect reputations which W 
suffer otherwise. nome 

Asa matter of fact, if there ever was a case I which 
of the disputants need fear the fullest investigatio?® 

ublicity, this appears to be one. ee 
We ail know the difficulty—to some men 
bility—of distinguishing between coarse hock an amas 
The evidence given regarding this horse, and the a those 
the men who gave it, prove absolutely that 1¢ 1s wo 
cases in which experts of the highest 3tanding may ould diz 
differ, and in which the result of a post-mortem is I 
credit no one. If this project were carried out Pll 
if, as Mr. Spencer suggests, other practitioners w "woe 
ed to form, and asked to record their peer also of 
certainly be asource of great interest, and pos sn pleadit 
real instruction. I wish Mr. Spencer success ! 


is .’—Yours faithfully, 
for his ‘‘ saucepan ours Loxpox P 


J. 
CoMMUNICATIONS AND PAPERS necerven 
Godbold, C. Allen, E. Wallis Hoare. R. 
E.K.H. ‘‘ Corrigible.’’ Cul 
Our Dogs, of the Sanitary Institute, 
berland News, Lloyd’s Weekly News, Meat Tra 


mber 93rd 


| 


